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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 18 and 19 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: As to Claim 3, it is noted that the applicant has misnumbered the claims 
starting with Claim 3 (i.e. claim 2 is omitted (does not exist)). Therefore, Claim 3 should 
be labeled Claim 2. Furthermore Claim 3 is dependent upon Claim 2 but because 
Claim 2 does not exist it is assumed that Claim 3 is dependent upon Claim 1 not Claim 
2. The Claims will be treated with the respective numbers as they appear in the 
present application. 

Claim 4, line 3, replace the word "letter" with -letters — 

Claim 4, line 5, replace the word "place" with -placed — 

Claim 6, line 2, replace the word "a" with -an— 

Claim 7, line 2, replace the word "a" with -an— 

Claim 18, Iine3, replace the word "are" with - when — 

Claim 19 depends upon itself and should depend upon claim 18. Also, lines 2 
and 3 of Claim 19 reads: "wherein the bottom side input means exposed while the in the 
closed position is comprised of a numerical keypad" should be changed to: 
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— wherein the bottom side input means js exposed while the in the closed 
position and is -comprises of a numerical keypad — 

Many claims in this application contain grammatical errors as shown above and should 
be carefully reviewed and corrected upon submission. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 14 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 14 is almost identical 
to Claim 9 and since the claim tree is written so that claim 14 depends upon preceding 
claims that depend upon Claim 9 then Claim 14 fails to further limit the subject matter of 
Claim 9. 

4. Claim 20 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because 
a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other multiple dependent claim 
(See Claim 18). See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claim has not been further 
treated on the merits. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
I is 

6. Clairr^ rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chuang 

A 

(USPGPUB 2004/0207604— herein referred to as "Chuang"). 

As to Claim 1 , Chuang teaches An electronic device comprising: (a) a main unit 
to provide data processing function and a display screen (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 
2, 51 and 52 and Pg. 1, U 17 and 18), (b) two input means arranged around the main 
unit on opposing sides (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 31 and 32), (c) input means are 
coupled to the main unit so as to be movable relative thereto between an open position 
in which input means protrude from the main unit allowing for input operation and a 
closed position where the input means is stored and protected, wherein input means 
slide between the open and closed positions and are retracted into slots on each the 
side of the main unit (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 31 and 32 and Pg. 2, 1J's 21-24). 
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7. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Madsen et 
al. (U.S. Patent 7,031,143— herein referred to as "Madsen"). 

As to Claim 16 , Madsen teaches an electronic device comprising: (a) a main unit 
to provide data processing function and a display screen (Figs. 6 and 7, Reference 
Numbers 10 and 32)\ (b) two input means arranged around the main unit on opposing 
sides, wherein the input means is comprised of two panels, each respectively extended 
from the main unit of the electronic device having a top side and bottom side (Figs. 6 
and 7, Reference Numbers 44A and44B and Col. 2, lines 44-52)\ (c) input means are 
coupled to the main unit so as to be movable relative thereto between an open position 
in which input means protrudes from the main unit allowing for input operation and a 
closed position where the top side of the input means is stored and protected (See 
Figs. 6-10), wherein input means rotates between the open and closed positions and 
when in the closed position, covers a portion of the main unit (See Figs, f-9 and Col. 2, 
line 65~Col. 3, line 10). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Madsen 
in view of Chuang. 

As to Claim 1 , Madsen teaches an electronic device comprising: (a) a main unit 
to provide data processing function and a display screen (Figs. 6 and 7, Reference 
Numbers 10 and 32; (b) two input means arranged around the main unit op opposing 
sides (Figs. 6 and 7, Reference Numbers 44 A and44B and Col. 2, lines 44-52), (c) 
input means are coupled to the main unit so as to be movable relative thereto between 
an open position in which input means protrude from the main unit allowing for input 
operation and a closed position where the input means is stored and protectedfSee 
Figs. 6-10). Madsen, however, does not teach the input means sliding between an 
open position and a closed position from slots on the side of the main unit. Examiner 
cites Chuang to teach two input means sliding between an open position and a closed 
position from slots on the side of the main unit (Chuang— Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 
31 and 32 and Pg. 2, fl's 21-24). At the time the invention was made, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to change the manner in which the 
input means open and close to sliding means as taught by Chuang in the electronic 
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device taught by Madsen in order to better protect the input means and enhance 
flexibility and ease of use of the electronic device (Chuang—Pg. 2, U 25). 

10. Claims 3-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Madsen and Chuang as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Yamazaki et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,398,437— herein referred to as "Yamazaki"). 

As to Claim 3 , Madsen teaches the input means containing standard buttons and 
numbers (See Figs. 6 and 7). Madsen however, does not teach a mouse button and a 
mouse stick. Examiner cites Yamazaki to teach a mouse buttons and mouse stick 
disposed on an input device (Yamazaki— Fig. 2, Reference numbers 55 and 57 and 
Col. 3, lines 49-54). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a mouse stick and mouse 
buttons as taught by Yamazaki in the electronic device taught by Madsen, as modified 
by Chuang, in order to provide additional functionality to the device thereby adding a 
commonly used electronic attribute (cursor control) that enhances the way the user 
inputs information. 

As to Claim 4 , Madsen teaches the input means comprised of two panels (Fig. 6, 
Reference Numbers 44A and44B), each respectively extended from the main unit of 
the electronic device, each panel containing standard letter and numbers (Fig. 6, 
Reference Numbers 44A and44B)\ the two panels can be combined to form a 
standard keyboard and are basically two halves of a standard keyboard divide into two 
sections and placed in a opposite orientation around the main unit (Fig. 6, Reference 
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Numbers 44A and 44B and Col. 43-52). 

As to Claim 5 , Madsen, as modified by Chuang, fails to teach the two panels 
containing one or more mouse buttons and mouse sticks. Examiner cites Yamazaki to 
teach a mouse buttons and mouse stick disposed on an input device (Yamazaki— Fig. 
2, Reference numbers 55 and 57 and Col. 3, lines 49-54). At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate the use of a mouse stick and mouse buttons as taught by Yamazaki on both 
input means taught by Madsen as modified by Chuang in order to provide additional 
functionality to the device thereby adding a commonly used electronic attribute (cursor 
control) that enhances the way the user inputs information. 

As to Claim 6 , Madsen teaches the two panels arranged in an orientation such 
that one panel is on the left of the display screen and one panel is on the right of the 
display screen (See Figs. 6 and 7) 

As to Claim 7 , Madsen teaches the two panels arranged in an orientation such 
that one panel is on top of the display screen and one panel is on the bottom of the 
display screen (See Fig. 6— depending on how the user holds the device the 
panels can be on the left/right or top/bottom of the display screen). 

1 1 . Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Chuang 
in view of Kwon (WO 01/84728— herein referred to as "Kwon"). 

As to Claim 8 , Chuang teaches an electronic device comprising: (a) a main unit 
to provide data processing function, and a display screen (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 
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2, 51 and 52 and Pg. 1, U 17 and 18): (b) two input means arranged around the main 
unit on opposing sides (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 31 and 32)\ (c) input means are 
coupled to the main unit so as to be movable relative thereto between an open position 
in which input means protrude from the main unit allowing for input operation and a 
closed position wherein the input means are stored and protected within the main unit, 
wherein input means slide between the open and closed positions and are retracted into 
slots on each the side of the main unit (Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 31 and 32 and Pg. 
2, H's 21-24). Chuang, however fails to teach the main unit comprising a keypad input 
system. Examiner cites Kwon to teach a main unit comprising a keypad input system 
(Kwon—Figs. 2 and 3 and Pg. 2, lines 23-26 and Pg. 3, lines 15-19). At the time the 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
add a keypad in the input system as taught by Kwon in the electronic device taught by 
Chuang so that the user may easily use the device as a mobile phone when needed. 

12. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chuang and Kwon as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Yamazaki et al. 

As to Claim 9 , Chuang teaches the input means containing standard buttons and 
numbers (See Fig. 3). Chuang, as modified by Kwon, however, fail to teach a mouse 
button and a mouse stick. Examiner cites Yamazaki to teach a mouse buttons and 
mouse stick disposed on an input device (Yamazaki— Fig. 2, Reference numbers 55 
and 57 and Col. 3, lines 49-54). At the time the invention was made, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a mouse 
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stick and mouse buttons as taught by Yamazaki in the electronic device taught by 
Chuang, as modified by Kwon, in order to provide additional functionality to the device 
thereby adding a commonly used electronic attribute (cursor control) that enhances the 
way the user inputs information. 

As to Claim 10 , Chuang teaches the input means comprised of two panels, each 
respectively extended from the main unit of the electronic device (See Fig. 4, 
Reference Numbers 31 and 32), each panel containing standard letter and numbers 
(See Fig. 3). 

13. Claims 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chuang, Kwon and Yamazaki as applied to claims 9 and 10 above, and further in view 
of Madsen. 

As to Claim 11 , Chuang teaches two panels placed in an opposite orientation 
around the main unit (See Fig. 4), Chuang, as modified by Kwon and Yamazaki, 
however, fails to teach that the two panels can be combined to form a standard 
keyboard and are basically two halves of a standard keyboard divided into two sections. 
Examiner cites Madsen to teach two panels combined to form a standard keyboard and 
that are two halves of a standard keyboard divided into two sections (Madsen— Figs. 6 
and 7, Reference Numbers 44 A and 44B and Col. 2, lines 43-52). At the time the 
invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have the two sections combine to form a standard keyboard as taught by Madsen in the 
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electronic device taught by Chuang, as modified by Kwon and Yamazaki so that the 
user may input information in a way that is familiar and well known to the common user. 

As to Claim 12 , Chuang, as modified by Yamazaki and Madsen, fails to teach 
the two panels in conjunction with the keypad of the main until can be combined to form 
a standard keyboard and are basically each one third of a standard keyboard divide into 
three sections and place in an orientation around the main unit so as to be aligned to 
form a standard board. Examiner cites Kwon to teach two panels in conjunction with 
the keypad of a main until can be combined to form a standard keyboard and are 
basically each one third of a standard keyboard divide into three sections and place in 
an orientation around the main unit so as to be aligned to form a standard board 
(Kwon— Fig. 4, Reference Numbers 8 and 9 and Pg. 7, line 22— Pg. 8, line 3). At 
the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to have the three sections combined to form a standard keyboard as taught by 
Kwon in the electronic device taught by Chuang, as modified by Yamazaki and Madsen 
so that the user may input information in a way that is familiar and well known to the 
common user. 

As to Claim 13 , Kwon teaches the main unit keypad contains a numerical 
phone pad and is fully functional when the two panels are in the closed position 
(Kwon — See Fig. 3 and note the two panels in the closed position). 

As to Claim 14 , all the limitations have already been addressed with respect to 
claim 9. 
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As to Claim 15 , Chuang teaches the two panels arranged in an orientation such 
that one panel is on the left of the display screen and one panel is on the right of the 
display screen (Chuang— See Fig. 4, Panels 31 and 32). 

14. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Madsen 
in view of Yamazaki. 

As to Claim 17 , Madsen teaches the top side input means containing standard 
buttons and numbers (See Figs. 6 and 7). Madsen however, does not teach a mouse 
button and a mouse stick. Examiner cites Yamazaki to teach a mouse buttons and 
mouse stick disposed on an input device (Yamazaki— Fig. 2, Reference numbers 55 
and 57 and Col. 3, lines 49-54). At the time the invention was made, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a mouse 
stick and mouse buttons as taught by Yamazaki in the electronic device taught by 
Madsen in order to provide additional functionality to the device thereby adding a 
commonly used electronic attribute (cursor control) that enhances the way the user 
inputs information. 

15. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Madsen and Yamazaki as applied to claim 17 above, and further in view of 
Ostergard et al. (U.S. Patent 6,760,015— herein referred to as "Ostergard"). 

As to Claim 18 , Madsen, as modified by Yamazaki, fails to teach the bottom side 
comprising input means which contains standard buttons and numbers that can be 
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utilized for input means when in a closed position. Examiner cites Ostegard to teach the 
bottom side of an input panel comprising input means which contains standard buttons 
and numbers that can be utilized for input means when in a closed position 
(Ostegard— See Figs. 2a and 2b and note Reference Number 12 and Col. 5, lines 
30-52). At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a dual-sided input panel as taught by 
Ostegard in the electronic device taught by Madsen and Yamazaki in order to make the 
overall size of the electronic device more compact. 

As to Claim 19 , Ostergard teaches wherein the bottom side input means 
exposed while the in the closed position and comprising a numerical keypad 
(Ostegard— See Figs. 2a and 2b and note Reference Number 12 and Col. 5, lines 
30-52). 
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Inquiries 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rodney Amadiz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7762. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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